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Second Notice 


F. P. A. members leaving town for the 
summer will please send their addresses to 
this office promptly so that they may receive 
the News Bulletin and pamphlets without in- 
terruption. 
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NATIONAL SELFISHNESS RAMPANT. 





XA JARROW national self-interest is 
i wrecking the Arms Traffic Confer- 
ence. After two weeks’ debate the Draft 
Convention which has been the basis of 
the Geneva discussions has been steadily 
whittled down. Except for one proposal, 
generally believed to be impracticable, the 
United States representatives have done 
little to arrest this wearing away process. 
On the contrary, their opposition to the 
League’s activity in the control of the 
traffic endangers the entire proposal of 
international regulation. 

The list of war materials, sales of which 
according to the Draft Convention would 
be subject to license and publicity, has 
been greatly reduced. Such items as bat- 
tleships, submarines, airplanes, armored 
cars, gunpowder explosives, and many 
types of revolvers have been stricken off. 
The British proposal for the removal of 
restrictions on warships and kindred ma- 
terials was supported by the American 
delegation, but strongly opposed by the 
French. 

Mr. Burton, head of the American 
group, early during the Conference offered 
a resolution forbidding the sale of poison 
gas by any country. This proposal, not 
on the agenda though recognized as a de- 
sirable step by most of the delegates, was 
generally believed merely to add another 
difficult problem to the many which were 
already making the success of the Confer- 
ence doubtful. Japan and Poland sup- 
ported the resolution, but it is not likely to 
be accepted. 

More serious than eliminating large cat- 
egories of war supplies from regulation 
is the dropping of the proposal for a cen- 
tral board of control, similar to that pro- 
vided for by the recent Opium Conven- 
tions. This board was generally considered 
a very significant provision of the Draft 
Convention. The difficulty arose not be- 


cause of opposition to the idea of such a 
board, but because it was found impossible 
to accept the American suggestion that the 
central board be separated completely 
from the League of Nations. It was 
therefore decided that nations ratifying 
the results of the Conference shall promise 
to publish, independently, all import and 
export and possibly manufacturing statis- 
tics on arms and munitions, without, how- 
ever, any further obligation. None the less, 
it is understood that the League will set up 
a department to collect, republish and dis- 
tribute the information given out by tl 
different countries and thus assure th: 
wide publicity on the arms traffic whic 
Burton has called the “heart of the Cor 
ference.” 

Among the more or less incident:! 
matters decided by the Conference are 
(1) equal rights of all nations, large an‘ 
small, to possess and acquire armament: 
This has generally heen regarded as favor 
able to the Latin-American states; (2 
arms may be shipped to foreign Govern 
ments without previous formal recogni 
tion of that Government. This is, in : 
measure, a guarantee against unwar 
ranted influence by the larger states in 
the domestic affairs of the smaller. 

It is apparent that the Conference does 
not quite know its own mind—whether 
its object is merely to prevent gun-run- 
ning or to move towards the ultimate 
abolition of the traffic as a whole. Its 
failures bring into bold relief the difficul- 
ties inherent in any such international 
conference which does not include Russia 
and which is held under League auspices 
while the United States continues outside 
of the League. Moreover, the Conference’s 
weakness is symptomatic of the still un- 
settled state of Europe. 

Until security is more of a reality in 
Europe, until the United States is pre- 
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pared to cooperate more whole-heartedly 
with the League, and until all the great 
Powers are willing to forego their present 
intense national] selfishness on this issue, 
little progress is likely towards the solu- 
tion of the fundamental problems inherent 
in the traffic in arms. 
JAMES G. MCDONALD. 


German Monarchists Disappointed 
INDENBURG’S inauguration, though 
the occasion for enthusiastic Monarch- 

ist demonstrations and displays of the old 
imperial colors, can have given but scant 
satisfaction to those who hope for the 
restoration of the Monarchy. After 
taking the oath to support the Republic, 
the new President outlined his interpreta- 
tion of the Republican Constitution: 

The Reichstag and the Reichspresident be- 
long together, for both are chosen by the 
German people. Both derive their authority 
from this common source, and together they 
represent the sovereignty of the people, 
upon which our entire constitutional exist- 
ence is founded. 

This is the deeper significance of the Con- 
stitution to which I have just pledged my 
word asa man. But whereas the Reichstag 
is the place where opposing views and po- 
litical convictions clash in partisan conflict, 
the Reichspresident’s duty should be dedi- 
cated to the non-partisan task of uniting and 
coordinating the nation’s constructive and 
progressive elements for the common wel- 
fare of our people, without regard for party 
consideration. 

I therefore, on this occasion, desire to 
make a renewed and emphatic expression of 
my determination to devote myself to at- 
taining this end. 

This statement has been followed by 
other addresses similar in tone and like- 
wise obviously written by or under the 
direction of the Chancellor, or the Minister 
of Foreign Affairs. Monarchist dissatis- 
faction with this loyalty to the Republic 
and the Constitution is already being ex- 
pressed by some of the extremists of the 
Right. For instance, Count Reventlow de- 
clares that it was bad enough for Hinden- 
burg during the campaign to imply a 
willingness to fulfill the Treaty of Ver- 
sailles; it is even worse for the President 
now to declare fidelity to the Republic. 


Notes 

Foreign Minister Stresemann, outlining 
Germany’s foreign policy before the 
Reichstag, May 18, though criticizing 
sharply the Allies’ attitude towards Ger- 
many, particularly as illustrated by the 
failure to evacuate Cologne, gave positive 
assurance of Germany’s fulfillment of the 
Dawes Plan. He said, “Parliamentary 
majorities and Cabinets may change, but 
I can conceive of no coalition which would 
deviate from the course we have taken.” 





The French note replying to Germany’s 
proposed security pact is expected to be 
sent to Berlin this week. In it Briand as- 
sumes Germany’s good faith. He insists, 
however, that French agreement is con- 
tingent upon German disarmament and 
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recognition of the binding character of the 
Treaty of Versailles. In reference to the 
moot point—Germany’s desire to leave a 
way open for the rectification of her east- 
ern frontiers—Briand is said to insist that 
any such modifications can be carried out 
only through the League of Nations. 








Official negotiations for the refunding 
of the French debt to the United States 
are expected to be formally begun within 
a few weeks. Caillaux and Briand have 
been authorized by the French Cabinet to 
draft the instructions to the French com- 
missioners who will probably deal directly 
with the American Debt Funding Com- 
mission in Washington. 

Edwin L. James, writing from Paris, 
May 18, in the New York Times, suggests 
that French official opinion has received 
the impression that there is a measure of 
lack of accord between the Executive and 
Legislative branches of the Government 
here as to the basis on which refunding 
should be carried out. Naturally, the 
French are not very sympathetic to the 
suggestion that Congressional opinion is 
forcing the hand of the Department of 
State. They very logically reply that the 
French Cabinet must be much more sensi- 
tive to parliamentary opinion since, un- 
like the American Executive, it can be 
voted out of office any time it loses the 
confidence of the Chamber of Deputies. 





French reports from Morocco indicate 
that the suppression of the guerilla war- 
fare initiated by Abd-el-Krim may require 
as many as 100,000 troops. France’s task 
would be much easier were Spain to grant 
permission for French bombing planes to 
attack the Riffians in Spanish territory. 
At present these tribesmen, enjoying im- 
munity from French attack, are free to 
wage their irregular warfare with the 
greatest possible advantage. There is al- 
ways the possibility that the French com- 
manders in the field may on their own 
initiative cross the border, leaving to the 
diplomats the task of making the neces- 
sary adjustments. 

A dispatch from Paris, May 17, an- 
nounces that Deputy Malvy (who a few 
years ago was convicted on the charge of 
inciting mutiny among French sailors) 
has been conferring with General Primo 
de Rivera on the possibility of French and 
Spanish cooperation. 





Recent despatches announce the with- 
drawal of the Japanese troops from the 
northern half of Sakhalin. Thus Japan 
answers her violent critics in many parts 
of the world who have been insisting with 
complete assurance that she would never 
relinquish this control. This withdrawal 
appears to be a final step in the frank sur- 
render of her aggressive continental pol- 
icy launched in 1915 through the notorious 
Twenty-one Demands on China. 
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